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t u c t ~ r i t ~ i l c ~ g i s t s  what ne,:? p r o d u c t s  t h e y  can Icresta T h i s  r r i l l  r e s u l t  in p r o d u c t s  

i r - n l t ,  in me h e i n g  charged more money f o r  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t i o n a l i t y  

I f  the FCC issues a b r o a d c a s t  flag manda.te. I vould  a c t u a l l v  be less likely to 
m b . e  a.n i n v s s t m e n t  111 DTV-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  e q u i p m e n t .  I w i l l  nut pay 
~rnre for des.lces t h a t  l i m i t  my r i g h t s  a t  t h e  b e h e s t  of Hollywood Please do n o t  
m~i~dilte braadizas t  f l a g  technology for d i g 1  tal t e l e v i s i o n .  Thank you for y o u r  time 

,: ,I l,#zer?el;: 

t.llKl t drm ' t. nec r i l y  reflect rihat c;c~nsimirrs l i k e  me a c t u a l l y  want .  and i t .   could 
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l ! r i r  1 , i i chae l  b p p s  

1 ,3181 wri t i r v g  !.#:I voice m\: opposition t u  any FCC-mandated adoption \ut " b r o a d c a s t  
r l i q "  t e c h n ~ ~ l ~ q : ~  i n r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  A:s ,3 consumer and  citizen. I feel  
ct.rctm31:: that s ? w A  a p o l i c y  would b e  L a d  f L > r  i n n o v a t i o n .  consumei- r i g h t s .  and t h e  
u 1 t i m ~ t . e  adoption of DTV 

A r o b u s t .  competitive market for consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must b e  r o o t e d  in 
I , l i n i ~ f , ~ l 7 t u r e r s '  a h i l i t : r  t o  i n n o v a t e  f o r  t h e i r  c u s t o m e r s .  Al lowing  mo:-ie s t u d i o s  t o  

t e a t u r e s  of DTU-recept ion equipment  will e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  to  tel l  
at n m r  p r o d u c t s  t h e y  ca.n create T h i s  will r e s u l t  i n  p r o d u c t s  
sarily reflect what consumers lilie me a c t u 3 l l : r  r r a n t ,  and it Ncuulii 

rcsiilt i n  me heins  c h a r g e d  more rnonejr for  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t i o n a l i t y  

I t  the FCC issues a. b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  mandate .  I would a c t u a l l y  be less likely to 
l~mlla an invest.ment i n  DT';-capable r e c e i v e r s  and  o t h e r  equipment  I w i l l  not pay 
~ m ~ e  for dev ices  that. I n t i t  u y  rights at t h e  behest ,  oi Hollyr,roud P l e a s e  do not 
r , ~ a d a t e  h r o s d c a s t  f l a g  t e c h n o l o g y  f o r  d i g 1  ta.1 t e l e v i s i o n  T h a n k  Y C ~ U  f o r  y o u r  tima 

P k l  1 :,T E'orpi ~2 1 1 J 

' 3 2  C o r u l s  Rd 
erst,. MA U1JU' 
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October 21 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Cominlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrlrlng to  volce my opposltlon to  any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and CltlZen, I (eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

4 robust, competltlve market tor consumer eiectronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to lnnovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto teatures of DN-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could resLilt In me belng charged more money for lnferlor tunctlonallty 

I f  tne FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgtai teievlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely, 

Stephen Saunders 
2716 Granvllle Ave 
ILos Angeles, CA 90064 
USA 
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October 21 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael d Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption 01 "broadcast Ilag" technology for dlghal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

4 robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate ror their 
cuntomers Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DTV-receprlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolocllsts 
ahat new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorrunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ror dlgltal televlslon. Thank you lor your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Joe Frena 
2399 Bacon 
Bcrldey MI 48072 
IJSA 
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t8:jber 21, 2 0 0 3  

13~~iomissioner i i i chae l  J Copps 
Fe.3ei.a 1 Communications Cumnission 
4 4 5 ,  1 2 t h  Street. HW 
IJ.-r?hlngton, D c 20554 

r liich.-.el Cupps 

1 .>M v r i t i n g  to .mice my npposition to anv FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast 
t l a g "  t t x h n n l o ~ g g  f n r  digital t e l e v i s i n n  k.; R consumer and citizen. I feel 
s . t ran~~ly  that s u c h  a policy would be h,3d h i -  innovation. consumer i-ights. and the 
1.11timate adoL)t.icln nf UTV 

A r ~ h u s L .  conpetitire market far consumer Elactronlcs must Le rsmted ln 
nli r ,ut . i ,_ t . i . i rers '  ablllty to innovate fur thnlr customers A l l o u i n g  mxie studlus tr, 
i r r t . ~ : ~  features n i  DTV-reception equipment : , r i l l  enable the studios to tell 

I m > l u g i s t s  what new products t h e y  can create. This will result in pruducts 
t.1:at. d u r l ' t  ncccss ,3r i ly  reflect what consumers l i k e  me actually want.. and i t  coulr3 
1.esu1t in me being chavged more money f o r  I n f e r l o r  functionality 

It t,he FCC issues a tiroadcast flag mandate. I vould actually be less likely t,o 
m b . ~  ,511 ~n.vestroe.nt ~n DTU-capable receivers a.nd other rqulp1l!ent, I W I L L  not pay 
r,,i,re h r  dev lc rs  t h a t .  limit my rights at the b e h e s t  of Hollyvood Please do not. 
!,t.-iiLi,-te broadcast flag technology f o r  d i g i t a . 1  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank you for y o u r  time 



L'cs r H 1 ch=r e 1 C ~ x ~ p p s  

I :-m v r i t l n g  t u  ~ioice m), o p p o s i t i o n  to a n y  FCC-mandated a d o p t i o n  ot  "broadcast 
f l . i g "  technitlog:? for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n .  A s  a consumer and c i t i z e n .  I fee l  
st.roiiq1:r t h a t  s u c h  a p o l i c y  would be bad for i n n o v a . t i o n .  consumer r i g h t s .  and the 
u l t i m a t e  a d o p t i o n  of DTV 

k rs?bust, c u n ~ p e t i t i . v e  mai-ket f o r  consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must L e  rcioted in 
s i . j n u f , r c t u r e v s '  a b i l i t y  to i n n o v a t e  f o r  t h e i r  c u s t o m e r s  Al lowing  movie s t u d i n s  t ~ s  
:iet.8:I f e a t u r e s  u i  DTJ.!-reception equipment  r u : l l  enable t h e  studios to t e l l  

I m u l u g i s l s  what new p r o d u c t s  t h e y  c a n  c r e a t e .  T h i s  will result i n  p r o d u c t s  
i h t ,  t i n n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  reflect what consu i~ ie r s  l i k e  m e  a c t u a l l y  n a n t .  and it rcnuld 
result i n  me b e i n g  c h a r g e d  more money fo r  i n f e r i o r  i u n c t i o n a l i t y  

If t h e  FCC issues a broadcast f l a g  mandate I rrould a c t u a l l y  L e  less liliely t o  
mal.:n an invast i i ient  in DTU-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  equipment  I will n o t  play 
n m r e  fur de.vlcrs t h a t .  limit my r i g h t s  a t  t h e  t i ehes t  of Hollywood Please do nut 
~ ~ ~ i r d - r r e  hro;.dcast f l a g  t e c h n o l o g y  for digital t e l e v i s i o n .  Thank vciu f o r  y o u r  t i m e  



Cictober 19, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
415 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

i am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgnal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen 1 feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

l f ? k ?  FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt iny rlghts at the behest of Hollvwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slticerely 

Terrance Hansen 
1041 Vlolet Dr 
Sandy. UT 84094 
U S A  
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Octobrt 21. 2003 

Commisnoner Michael 1. Copps 
Federal Cotnmutncatlons Comtmssion 
445 12th Street, NIX' 
\ X ' ~ . ; h q t o n .  D.C. 20554 

I an ~ x . n t l n ~  to voice my opposition to mi>- FCC-inandated adoption of "broadcast tlag" technolop tor digtd 
tclimiion. .+ a C O I I S U I ~ E T  aid citizen. I feel ;tton& that i u c h  a policy mould be bad for ~mmvatlon_ c o n s u ~ ~ l e r  
+ts. the ultimate d o p u ~ t l  of nn'. 
:I robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. ..illouuig movie studios to veto features a t  DTV-recephon equipment e ill enable the s tudmi  to 

tell trcliilologiti whnt new products they c m  create. T h ~ s  will result in products that don't neccssanly reflect 
v l u t  consumers llke m e  ~ h d l y  a n t ,  aid it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
~unctlo*lall>-. 

I i  the  FCC issues a broadcast tlag matidate, I would achdly be le is  likely to tnake ai investment in D??'-capnble 
receivers atld other equipment. I will not p y  more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not inatidate broadcast flag technology for & g t d  television. Thatik you tor your time. 

Sl*iWely> 

'\llchacl lle1ser 
843 I&' W a h t i g t o t ~ .  .*pt. 3B 
O& I'xk IL 60302 
rs.1 
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3ctober 21. 2003 

CcsmmisImner hl~chael J .  Coppi 
F d m d  Cotnmunicauons Camtnissian 
443 12tli Street. NIX' 
\ C " ~ i h ~ n g o t ~ .  D.C. 20554 

Dear Sfichael Capps, 

I m wnt~ng to voice my opposiuon to uiy FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag'' technology for +tal 
te1wi;ioti. As 2 consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policyvrould be bad for mno~rat loi i~ cati~umer 
q l i t s ,  a id  t h e  ultimate adoption of DTV. 

:\ robust. campeuuve market for coiisuinei electronics must be rooted in manufacburerr' ability to innovate for 
their customers. .Ulowmg movie s t u d i o s  to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment unll enable the shldior t6 

tell teclhologiti what new products they can create. Th i s  n:ill result it, products that don't iiecesmnly rellect 
what c ~ n i u m e t i  like inz *ctuualiy want, md it could result in me b e q  charged inore money  for infenor 
hncaonality 

I t  the FCC lisuei r broadcast tlag rnmdite, I would actually- be less  likely to rnuke ai investment in DTI'-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not p ~ y  more for devices that limit my q h t s  dt the behest of Holl>vood. 
Please do not tnmdate broadcast t l q  technology For distal television. T h m k  you for  your tltne. 

SltiCerely. 

hlcharii K. Abmzzo 
1 Scott Street FT4 
Sa, F X ~ C I Z C O .  CA 94117 
L.S.+ 
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October 19. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Coniinunlcat.ons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and CltIZen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adnptlon of D N  

4 robusr competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features or DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new producrs they can creare Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers IIke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more moneyror in?erlor tunctionalty 

If tile FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely 

Fhlllip Marquez 
2264 5 Quentln Wv 
#E-201 
!Aurora CO 80014 
LISA 



3ctober 19, 2003 

~ommlssloner Mlchael 2 Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dcar Michael Copps 

1 am wrltlng to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of D N  

A robust cdmpetltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
cu9tomers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment WIII enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actuaily want, and It could result In me belng charged more money ?or lnferlor funetlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Sage felker 
3871 Trance ave s 
Mlnneapolls MN 55416 
IJSA 



Losraiiie O'Urien 
Y 152 Cliillicotlie I<oail  
Gllaiitl. OH 44094 
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Fi i i i l ie  Zaslow 
670 I I til street ft2 
bioi>klyii. N Y  I1215 

1 



Jdnie\ Loh-cy 
N/A 
Koche<ter. N Y  14607 

1 



1 



Nancy Nickell 
701 Pirate Dr 
Wheelersbui-g Hidl School 
\Vlieelersbiu-g. Ohio 456'14 

1 
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October 19, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Coinmunicatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington 0 C 20554 

Dear hllchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to VOlce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 01 "broadcast Ilag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As B 

consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust competltlve market tor consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
2~1stnmers Allowlng mnvle studlos to veto features 01 DN-reception equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mnre money lor lnlerlor lunctlonaihy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devices that llmlt my rights at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

robert bell 
Id608 Back Valley R d  
Sale Creek TN 37373 
9SA 
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Oct\mher 19, 2003 

(limtniisiotier L4ichael J. Coppr 
Fpderal Cntnmumcatlons Cotntmssion 
445 12th Street. N W  
IY'aihmgtot~, D.C. 20554 

Dear I tchael Copps. 

I an n r ~ t i n g  to voice m y -  opposition to m y  FCC-mandated adopnon of "broadcast flag" t echnolov  for &p!d 
t e l w i s m n  .is a coniumer md citizen. I tee1 strongly that such a policy\r.ould be b d  tor mnovauon, consumer 
nylhrs. iiid the ulutnite adoptloti of Dn' .  

.\ robust, compeuuve market for  consumer electronics must be rooted m rnanuf~chlreri' abilly to innovate for 
t h r  customers. AUloumg movie s h d o s  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment mill enable the j tud los to 
tell technologsta w h u t  new products they can create. "his will result it, products that don't i iecessady reflect 
whAt consumers like me actudlyumnt, m d  it could result in me being charged more money for  infenor 
h U n C t l 0 d ~ .  

i f  the FCC issues a broadcast f l a~mmda te ,  I would actually be less likely to make m mveiunent m DTV-capable 
iecnuerr md other equipment. I urlll not  pay more toor devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollymmod. 
Plei je  do not inatidite broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thmk you For your t ime. 

i t W C e L d > - ,  

ll.lln p c c  
2% 3temer it.  ;201 
h i  F ~ ~ C I S C O ,  C.i 94117 
rs:\ 
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3ctober 20. 2003 

comrnlssloner Mlcnael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wastilngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am Wrltlng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen I feel strongly that such a p o k y  would be bad for lnnovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate Tor thelr 
ctIstomers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlII enable the studlos to tell technologists 
Nhat new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually Want and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

I1 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Danlcl Barham 
'Jisan College 
Usan,  680-092 
South Korea 
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l k i r  Michael Copps  

I o m  v r i t i n g  t u  v o ~ c e  my o p p o s i t i o n  to any FCC-msnda.ted a d r ~ p t , i c ~ n  of " b r o a d c a s t  
t l i q "  tes-hnolcigy f n r  r l igi t , . l l  t e l e v i s i o n  A s  a consumer ,and $ c i t i z e n .  I feel 
s t . r rmngly  t.hat s u c h  a pulicx; wciuld b e  had f m r  i n n o v a t i o n .  consumer rights. and the 
8~11 tiTllatrj ,mdoptiun of DT? 

A r u h s t  t:nmpetltlvr I n a r k a t  fur c o n s u ~ ~ e r  elar; troniizs must tle r o u t e d  I N  
1,,,iiiat,3,~tii~~r~' ab i1 l t . o  t o  i n n o v a t e  for their c u s t o m e r s  A l l u v i n g  movie studlns to 
x7rt.c) features t u f  DTV-recept ion equipment  r , i i l l  e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  to  tel l  
t,es;hrmlogists wh i t  new p r o d u c t s  t h e y  c a n  create.  T h i s  w i l l  result i n  p r o d u c t s  
t,Imt, dnn't n e c e s s a r i l y  reflect what consumers  l i k e  me ac tua l l : ,  want. and i t ,  c o u l d  
result 111 me being c h a r g e d  more money for i n f e r i o r  f u n c t i o n a l i t y  

I t  the FcS iss1.1c-s a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  ma.ndate. I would a c t u a l l y  be less l i k e l y  t o  
m3b.e a n  invests lcnt .  i n  DTWcapable  r e c e i v e r s  and  o t h e r  e q u i p m e n t .  I w i l l  n o t  pay 
~ L I I - ~  tnr dev ices  that .  l imit  my rights a t  t h e  b e h e s t  of H o l l j r w o l i d  P l e a s e  do  nut 
1~t,i l ,r1,7te broadcast flag technolog.; for d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank you for  your  t i m z  
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October 19. 2003 

Commlssloner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

i am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal teievlslon A s  a 
:onsumcr and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmafe 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs mu3t be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
c~1stomer3 Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty. 

ir the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely 

.lay Rapapor! 
414 Redland Bvld 
Rockvllle MD 20850 
USA 
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i s s i o n e r  Michael J Copps 
r a l  Com~ounica tioris Commission 

ington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  
' ' r 1 2 t h  S t ree t .  flV 

~ c e  my o p p o s l t l o n  t o  any FCC-nandated adrsptlvn c~f  " b r o a d c a s t  
or d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n .  As a cnnsumer and c i t . i z e n .  I feel  

a policy would b e  bad for Innovation. c u n s u ~ ~ e r  r l g h t s .  ,and the 
iultimate adoption of DTV 

A r t h u s t .  c o m p e t i t i v e  market f o r  consumer e l a c t r o n l c s  must b e  rooted i n  
~ , l - , i l u t ~ , ~ t . u r e r s '  3bility t o  i n n o v a t e  for  t h e . i r  customers A l l o n i n g  m o ~ i ~  studins ~ C I  

',:rt.cs teatlures of DTV-reception equipment vi11 e n a b l e  t h e  s t u d i o s  t u  tel l  
h r l u l o g i s t s  what new p r o d u c t s  t hey  can create T h i s  T w i l l  result i n  p r o d u c t s  

t h - t .  mhnt. n e c e s s a r i l y  ref lect ,;That consumers l i k e  me act.uil1Iy v a n t ,  and  i t  cr~uld 
result i n  me being charged more muney f o r  i n f e r i o r  f u n c t l o n a l l t y  

I t  the FCC issiues a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  mandate.  I would actua.117 be  less likely ti, 
~~~, i l :e  an investi l lent i n  D T W c a p a t ~ l r  receivers and other equiL,meilt I will n o t  pay 
m r e  f n r  Cle~u~ses th.-rt I i r N u t  m y  rights at  t h e  b e h e s t  of Hollyi,rood P l e l s e  do  no t  
w ~ d a t e  tmruadcast f l a g  technology f o r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n .  Thank vou f o r  j m u r  time 

& [ I 4  s Raiobler rd 
l i u r i c l r .  111 4 7 3 0 4  
IY'A 
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October 19> 2003 

Commii;ioncr lilichael 1. Coppi 
F‘edrml Comtnutxcstions Coinmlrsian 
445 12th Street, NIX’ 
\X’a;hmgton. D.C. 20554 

Dent  Michsel Coppi, 

I an nmting to voice m y  opposition to any FCC-mandated adopbon of “broadcast tlag” technology for digitd 
rr lems~on.  As .I consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for ~ n n o v a t r o t ~ ~  consutner 
nghti. m d  the  ultimate adoption of DTV 

I an enplayzd 9 s  ai Electronic Design Automation (ED.Xi Software E n p e e r  and I un 2 USPTO Regstered 
Patent .%gent. .%s such I an intimately frnnilmr with the problems associated with Coppnght infivlgement and the  
so called ii’waue o f p m c f  that i s  tahng place. I note that a similar i~hmt ion  exited when music was first  
b io ldc~s r  V l i  Pidl0 

I . ~ n  parr~ularly &stressed at seeing an endless parade of technologd “quick fixes”. such as this one. These 
, ,  ~ hxe;’’  nre $1, f x t  seriously tlaved atid do nothing whatever to stop the illegal dmtnbuuon oftnatenal. yet C Y U : ~  

etiriiesi inconvenience aid sennce degrndatioti for the honest user. 

.% robust3 cotnpeuuve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufaccurers’ sbility to innovate for 
d m r  custoinecs. ;Ulowing movie itudias to veto feentures of DTV-reception equipment mill tnvble t h e  s t u d ~ o s  to 

tell technologsts d i a t  new products they cai create. This  w l l  result in products that don’t necessarily reflect 
v h a t  consumers like me actually wait. atid it could result 111 me being charged more money for  infenor 
tuncuondlty. 

It the  FCC issues 2 broadcast flag maidate, I would actually be less  likely to mike ai investment m DTl’-capable 
recciveti m i d  other equipment. I u.111 not  pay mote for  devices that limit my nghts at the beliest of Hollyvood. 
Pleaie do not  mandate broadcast tlag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your timc, 

S X I C d y ,  

hitkr Watets  
2100 \V Lemon Tree PI 


